INTRODUCTION
Parastomal hernia is defined as the protrusion of abdominal contents through the abdominal wall defect in the vicinity of the stoma [1] . Contributing factors to the development of a parastomal hernia are obesity [2, 3] , chronic obstructive airway disease [2, 4] , ascites [4] , site of stoma placement [5] , and size of the fascial opening [6] . The incidence reported in the literature ranges from 10% to 56% for end colostomies [7] . These studies have been retrospective reviews of the clinical notes. As a result, asymptomatic parastomal hernias may not have been detected [8] .
A recent study reported incidence of parastomal hernia up to 78% detected either clinically or by computed tomography (CT) [9] . However, reports identifying these risk factors with radiological classification are lacking.
The aim of this study was to investigate the clinical and radiological incidence of parastomal hernia and to analyze the risk factors for radiological parastomal hernia (RPH). We usually manage parastomal hernias conservatively using reassurance and education for the patients, with or without the use of an abdominal support belts or girdles.
METHODS
Indications for surgical intervention are strangulation, obstruction, and recurrent parastomal pain. In univariate analysis, gender (P = 0.001), age (P = 0.001), BMI (P = 0.013), waist circumference (P = 0.017) and aperture size (P ＜ 0.001) proved to be significantly higher in patients in whom a parastomal hernia occurred (Table 1) .
In multivariate analysis, gender (odds ratio [OR], 4.406; P = 0.005), age (OR, 1.077; P = 0.008), and aperture size (OR, 4.278; P ＜ 0.001) proved to be significant and independent risk factors after logistic regression analysis (Table 2) .
DISCUSSION
At clinical examination, parastomal hernia was defined as any protrusion beyond the fascia in the vicinity of the stoma. Parastomal hernia is the most frequent problem following stoma formation [10] . The actual parastomal hernia rate in surgical practice is difficult to establish and is probably commonly underestimated [9, 11] .
Assessment of incidence is also distorted by the definition of parastomal hernia, with up to 78% reported when the diagnosis was established on CT criteria in a small series of 23 patients [9] . The only clinical classification available in the literature was published by Devlin and Kingsnorth [12] . However, because of its complexity, it has not been widely used in clinical studies. The lack of a proper definition of parastomal hernia in reported cases makes it difficult to compare rates of parastomal hernia between different series and to estimate the true rate of herniation.
Radiological methods such as CT scan have been utilized as an aid in detecting parastomal hernia and results have been reported in a few studies [9, 13, 14] . The use of a CT scan may have contributed to the high hernia rates as it can detect subclinical parastomal hernias. It seems that with a CT scan, more parastomal hernias can be detected than perceived by clinical examination alone.
This study of prospectively collected data by welltrained stomal nurse specialists has estimated a 33.3%
prevalence of parastomal hernia. Twenty-seven of the 36 patients were found to have clinical hernia. Adequate follow-up of these patients may be necessary to determine whether or not they will develop a more advanced parastomal hernia. It is generally agreed that follow-up should be no less than 12 months after the index operation to detect a ventral incisional hernia. Likewise, the definition of parastomal hernia should be included at a follow-up that is no less than 12 months after the index operation. In this study, the follow-up period is acceptable because median follow-up period is 25 months and follow-up is no less than 11 months in patients without parastomal hernia.
Although there is no scientific evidence supporting various risk factors, many factors have been suggested as important. The etiology of parastomal hernia is known to be multifactorial and involves factors related to the patient and factors associated with surgery [2] . Conditions thought to be relevant in predispositions to parastomal hernia include: obesity [2] [3] [4] , raised intraabdominal pressure (prostatic hypertrophy, constipation, and ascites), chronic obstructive airways disease [2, 4] , postoperative sepsis [2, 4] , corticosteroid use [2, 4] , and malignancy [4] .
Patient factors, such as age, smoking status [15] , and degree of malnutrition [2, 5] , have also been suggested as an independent factor in multivariate analysis. Technical factors, such as whether the case was performed as an emergency [4, 16] and aperture size [6] , are also reported as thesurgery.or.kr important. We analyzed the risk factors influencing the radiologic parastomal hernia including age, gender, aperture size, BMI, waist circumference, and comorbidity.
Smoking status, hypertension and diabetes mellitus
were not different between patients with parastomal hernia and those without parastomal hernia.
The mean BMI was significantly higher in those with radiologic parastomal hernia than those without hernia.
BMI may be related to the surgical difficulty and diagnostic problems of evaluating by clinical examination.
However, BMI was not a significant independent factor for radiologic parastomal hernia in multivariate analysis [17] .
Waist circumference was also significantly higher in those with radiologic parastomal hernia. However, it was not a significant independent risk factor for radiologic parastomal hernia in multivariate analysis. This result is contradictory to a previous study suggesting that the waist circumference can be a simple method to accurately assess the risk of developing a parastomal hernia [18] .
In this study, aperture size is significantly associated with a higher parastomal hernia rate. With an area larger than 3 cm, herniation was much more common than with a smaller opening. It was, however, also evident that a large stoma opening alone was not sufficient to declare a RPH being present. In this study, the stoma opening size was an independent risk factor for RPH. Martin and Foster
[2] suggested a 2 cm aperture for ileostomies and a 1.5 cm aperture for colostomies. Currently there are few data by which to judge about the appropriate size of the abdominal wall opening to minimize parastomal hernia formation. The smallest opening that allows the creation of a viable stoma without ischemia appears to be the best guide.
Most parastomal hernias are asymptomatic but may produce problems ranging from mild parastomal discomfort to life-threatening complications, such as strangulation, perforation and obstruction [1, 19] . Intervention is required for strangulation or obstruction, although most parastomal hernias can be managed conservatively.
Therefore, it is important to evaluate the state of colostomy before the development of complicated parastomal hernia. Long-term follow-up of patients with subclinical parastomal hernia may develop a more advanced clinical parastomal hernia. CT is a reliable method to detect and manage this parastomal hernia.
In conclusion, this study showed risk factors for RPH proved to be age, gender and aperture size. CT is a useful method to detect the radiologic parastomal hernias, especially in asymptomatic patients without overt hernias.
However, the clinical significance of radiologic parastomal hernias remains to be evaluated.
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